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served our country well. And that is the story
this library will tell to generations to come.

Thank you, and God bless you.

NOTE: The President spoke at 11:25 a.m. in front
of the library building at Texas A&M University.
In his remarks, he referred to former First Ladies
Barbara Bush, Betty Ford, Rosalynn Carter,
Nancy Reagan, and Lady Bird Johnson; Dwight

David Eisenhower II, grandson of former Presi-
dent Dwight D. Eisenhower, and his wife, Julie,
daughter of former President Richard M. Nixon;
Caroline Kennedy Schlossberg, daughter of
former President John F. Kennedy; Rev. Billy
Graham, who gave the invocation; Gov. George
W. Bush of Texas, son of former President Bush,
and his wife, Laura; and former Vice President
Dan Quayle and his wife, Marilyn.

Remarks on Fast-Track Trade Legislation and an Exchange With Reporters
November 6, 1997

The President. Good evening. Today I was
proud to represent all Americans in honoring
the service of President George Bush at the
dedication of his Presidential Library. It was
an extraordinary moment for many reasons, but
one of the most impressive things to me was
that there were four men, two Democrats, two
Republicans, who have held this office, all
agreeing strongly that for America to continue
to lead in the world economy, Congress must
extend the President’s power to negotiate new
trade agreements.

A large bipartisan majority in the Senate sup-
ports extending this authority. Speaker Gingrich
and I are convinced that the authority will
strengthen our leadership, and we want the
House to follow suit. A vote against fast track
will not create a single job, clean up a single
toxic waste site, advance workers rights, or im-
prove the environment anywhere in the world,
but it will limit America’s ability to advance our
economic interests, our democratic ideals, our
political leadership.

So, once again, before Congress votes tomor-
row, I call upon the House of Representatives
to vote for American leadership, for America’s
economic future, and pass the fast-track trade
negotiating authority.

Q. Mr. President, how close are you at this
point? How close do you think you are in the
House?

The President. I think it’s a close call. Obvi-
ously, I’m here because I’m trying to pull out
all the stops, and I want to emphasize the ex-
traordinary moment we had today when the four
Presidents were all strongly endorsing fast track.
President Ford, President Bush have spoken out

on this; President Carter has actually made a
number of phone calls. It is close, but the policy
is not close, and I am convinced that a substan-
tial majority of the Congress knows the policy
is not close, that it is clearly in America’s inter-
est to do this.

Iraq
Q. Mr. President, the Iraqis in a letter today

threatened again to shoot down the next U.S.
spy flight. There is apparently no give on their
side at all. Are you becoming more concerned?

The President. Well, it would be a mistake
for them to shoot down a plane. But we have
a team there working for the United Nations,
and our policy is clear—and I don’t mean Amer-
ican policy—world policy. What they need to
do is to resume the inspections. And the team
is coming home this weekend, and we’ll see
where we are then and where we go from there.

Yes.

Fast-Track Trade Legislation
Q. What deals have you cut and are you plan-

ning to cut in order to get fast-track trade
through, and does that include Congressman
Smith’s language on abortion?

The President. What we’ve tried to do is to
resolve—if there are any issues, economic issues,
that affect congressional districts or States that
we can resolve honorably, we’ve worked hard
to resolve those in ways that I think are con-
sistent with what we’re trying to do on fast
track. If there are other issues that we can re-
solve that permit the business of the Congress
to go forward, we’re trying to resolve them. But
there has been no agreement of the kind you
just mentioned.
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Q. Mr. President, can I ask you about your
statement that if this were a secret ballot, this
would pass by a 3-to-4 margin? Is that a fairly
damning assessment of Members of Congress?
It suggests they’re so strongly in the grip of
special interests that they won’t vote their con-
science on an issue that directly affects U.S.
standing in the world.

The President. Well, they’re under a lot of
pressure. And you know, we see a lot of evi-
dence that from time to time in these elections,
that if one side is funded and another is not,
that they can be very—that they can be in trou-
ble. And there are other issues there for them
to consider. All I’m saying is, I believe if there
were a secret ballot, it would pass overwhelm-
ingly.

And what I’m trying to do is to bring the
vote tomorrow evening in line with where I
think everybody’s understanding is. I think the
most important thing to do is to heighten the
public awareness of this. The level of—though
we’ve been talking about it now for months,
I think because this is the authority for the
President to continue to negotiate trade agree-
ments rather than a specific agreement with a
lot of specifics in it, there’s not as much public
interest, public awareness, or public involvement
in this, and that has made the issue more dif-
ficult to lift the level of the national interest
on. But I feel I must say I’m encouraged by
the developments of the last few days, and we’re
just going to continue to do it.

Let me just mention one other thing that
we’ve done in this, because I think I should
have been talking more about this, but I think
it’s quite important. In order to address some
of the concerns of Congress with regard to labor
and the environment and congressional input,
we establish in this trade bill a panel of advisers
on labor issues, a panel of advisers on environ-
ment issues, parallel to that which existed in
previous bills of advisers on business issues.
That’s never been done before. In addition to
that, we’re going to have a congressional ob-
server group for every one of these trade nego-
tiations the way we have congressional observer
groups for NATO expansion, for example, or
for the chemical weapons treaty.

Now, those of you who followed this and have
been on our trips, for example, like when the
congressional observer group went with me on
the NATO trip to Madrid, know that this is
a critical part of securing congressional approval

because the NATO observers are involved in
the early negotiations. They know what’s going
on. Their voices are heard. They are not just
confronted with a fait accompli at the end of
the day.

All these things have been changed for this
particular fast-track bill, so one of the things
I’m trying to hammer home to a lot of individual
Members is that they—or their representatives,
whether they’re Democrats or Republicans,
and—will have an involvement in how these spe-
cific trade agreements are negotiated, far greater
than their predecessors have had in my adminis-
tration and in previous administrations going
back 20 years. And I think that’s a big plus.
One more.

Q. With the outcome still in doubt, have you
and Speaker Gingrich considered delaying to-
morrow’s vote to give you more time to round
up support?

The President. We find that the deadline con-
centrates our attention markedly, and so we’re
working hard. We think we can get there by
tomorrow night, and that’s what we’re working
to do.

Q. Mr. President, is it tomorrow night now?
The President. I’m sorry. I don’t know. I

haven’t talked to the Speaker today. We think
we can get there tomorrow, and that is what
we are trying to do. I have not received any
information. You probably have better informa-
tion than I about when it is scheduled.

Iraq
Q. A question again about Iraq. What do your

intelligence people say are motivating Saddam
Hussein? Why is he doing this? Why is he push-
ing this again to the brink?

The President. Well, we learned, you know,
back during the Desert Shield/Desert Storm pe-
riod that his motivations are somewhat complex
and difficult to fathom from time to time. All
I can say is that the reason that we have the
inspection regime and the reason we are deter-
mined to resume it is that, whatever else hap-
pens and however long he stays there, the inter-
national community has decided that he mustn’t
be allowed to resume the production of weapons
of mass destruction. So he can have whatever
motive he wants.

We have tried to work with the United Na-
tions to deal with the humanitarian concerns
of the Iraqi people. We are very concerned
about those. But we can’t permit a man with
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his record, the regime with their policies, to
get into the weapons of mass destruction busi-
ness if we can stop it. And that is what the
inspection regime is designed to do, and there
is a lot of evidence, you know, that it has been
quite successful. So all I know is that whatever
his motives are, I just want to start the inspec-
tions again.

Thank you.

NOTE: The President spoke at 6:32 p.m. in the
Briefing Room at the White House. In his re-
marks, he referred to President Saddam Hussein
of Iraq.

Remarks on Fast-Track Trade Legislation and an Exchange With Reporters
November 7, 1997

The President. Good morning. Today we re-
ceived more good news for America’s workers
and their families: real wages continue to rise,
the American economy added another 280,000
jobs in October alone, and unemployment
dropped to 4.7 percent. The American economy
has now added 131⁄2 million new jobs since
1993, while inflation has remained low and sta-
ble. All this proves further evidence that our
economy is the strongest it’s been in a genera-
tion. This also shows we have to move forward
with the strategy that is working, the strategy
of balancing the budget, investing in our people,
and expanding American exports. That has
brought us to this place of prosperity.

The choice before Congress is clear. I think
it is imperative that we understand that a key
reason more people are working and that wages
are rising and that unemployment is down to
the lowest level in more than two decades is
that we have opened new markets and won new
customers for American goods and services. The
vote by the House of Representatives on fast
track will determine whether we continue to
move ahead confidently with the strategy that
has brought us 131⁄2 million new jobs and the
lowest unemployment rate in nearly 25 years.

Every time there is a trade agreement, we
hear dire predictions of the consequences for
American workers. The opponents of fast track
would have you believe that if we hadn’t done
these trade agreements in the last 5 years, we’d
still have all the good new jobs we have, and
we wouldn’t have lost any jobs. That is simply
not true. We wouldn’t have nearly as many of
these good new jobs, and most of our job losses
are due to changes in technology and consumer
buying choices.

Today, with 4.7 percent unemployment, we
see that America’s trade policy creates good new
jobs, it does not lose them; it boosts incomes,
rather than undercutting them. It would be a
folly to turn back now.

The right answer is to give us the authority
to break down more trade barriers and to do
more, more quickly, to help those who are dis-
placed by economic changes and to do more
to raise labor and environmental standards in
other nations. That is our policy.

If America is restricted in its ability to make
trade agreements, then our national interest in
creating good jobs, protecting the environment,
advancing worker rights will be restricted as
well. We must not give other nations a boost
in the global economic competition so vital to
our own economic strength. The question is not
whether we are going to have a system of world
trade but whether we have one that works for
America, whether we have a level playing field
or one tilted against us.

Let me just give you one example. Now that
Canada has negotiated a trade agreement with
Chile, every major economy in the hemisphere
has duty-free access to Chile’s markets but one,
the United States. And just yesterday Canada
signed a comprehensive agreement with Argen-
tina, Brazil, and other nations, ahead of the
United States. That’s a strategy of ‘‘America
last.’’ It is unacceptable.

Again I say, the choice before Congress is
clear: We can rise to the challenge of the future,
write the trade rules on our terms, spur further
economic growth and more jobs; or we can turn
our back on the world and fail to compete for
new markets, new contracts, new jobs. More
than ever, our economic security is also the
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